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2 Washington, DC 20463
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™ RE: MUR06164 Citizens for Troth

Dear Mr. Jordan:

I an President of the above named organization and am responding to the
complaint you forwarded to us. Please send any future conespondcnoe to us at the above
address. Citizens for Troth ("CFT") received the oomplaint on Wednesday, Febniaiy 11,
2008. I have reviewed me complaint of the Democratic Congressional Campaign
Committee ("DCCC") and find ft just as full of fidxkations and fiu^ as the complaint
filed by another sockpuppet of Baron Hill in 2006 (refer to MUBJ 5845 filed in
November 2006). Mr. Hill has apparently engaged new agents and surrogates to attack us
after his ruthless falsehoods hi 2006 were met forcefully with litigation (Ex, "A", Ex.
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leleased "disibr cf the ciMnphnnt to
D) prior to filingp so the only effect of confidential filing would be to prevent my
response from being made public. It is obvious that the DCCC and Baron Hill are
_4A_^_^4J__ *_ MMMB •!!••!• — — j«ilii»l •ni«»i» --- • 2^B_m«Mi«« 4la^a«BBAki«a 4w«aBH JM |̂K«»anEmpung ID score some pouncai poiiiis ana unmunuDB mcniKives iiuiii miuici
examinatioo of HiU's record. I would like the public aware of the false and malicious
nature of the DCCC filing.

For the record, Citizens for Truth and I, Herman Bemitt, completely deny the
claims contained bi the complamt,and^ once a
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allegations. In the 2004 election cycle, Citizens for Truth raised and spent only around
$16,000, and approximately the same in the 2006 election cycle. Still, Mr. Hill has
complained bitterly and loudly about our small billboard buy, even claiming that our tiny
expenditure cost him the 2004 election. It's preposterous to allege that the Sodrel
campaign, which raised and spent several millions of dollars in each cycle would
coordinate with a lightly funded startup with such a negligible effort such as ours.

I will address the allegations in the complaint individually by section:
or>

2 "A. PACTS"
Nl
ui The CFT 527 filings are available from the IRS website and were provided to
™ Baron Hill's attorneys during our recent litigation. It was the same litigation hi which
JjJ Baron Hill obtained my phone records which his surrogates in the DCCC attached to the
Q complaint The filings clearly show mat CFT spent LESS THAN $10,000 hi the 2004
0> cycle and ABSOLUTELY ZERO in the 2006 cycle on radio ads. Mr. Wolff assertion mat
rsi CFT spent "more than $10,000" in each cycle demonstrates that his allegations are either

intentionally perjured or show such a knowing disregard for the truth as to call into
question the veracity of anything else he states.

In regard to phone calls, firstly, without waiving any attorney-client privilege, Mr.
Warf was my personal attorney and attorney for Citizens for Truth in 2006, filing both
the civil complaints against Baron Hill and against his c«np"gF« committee (Ex. A, Ex.
B) and CFT's response to the allegation in the 2006 MUR #5845. Mr. Warf is shown on
the CFT 2006 IRS report as having received his first retainer from CFT in September
2006. I interviewed Mr. Warf personally prior to hiring bun and his firm to represent
CFT. I was assured that he has left the employ of the official office of Congressman
Sodrel at the end of July 2006 and was not connected hi any way with the 2006 Sodrel
campaign. Since receiving the complaint; I have reviewed the record of Congressional
staff salaries available at Lepstorm.com (Ex. E) and find mat Mr. Warf was last paid by
that office in July 2006, confirming what I was told I have also reviewed, since receiving
the complaint, the 2006 filings of the Sodrel «™p"'gF« and find no reference to Mr. Warf
ever having been paid by it Again, if Mr. Wolff can state that my attorney worked for the
Sodrel campaign without perjuring himself yet again, then he is hi possession of some
secret information of which I am unaware and which he has not provided. All of me
foregoing information is publicly available. Mir. Wolff's fabrications, again, indicate an
intent to deceive the Commisstoo, or a wanton and willful disregard for the truth. I am
ttp«iii«f» at any laur p^wnfing m» fmm op^lfing to my attorney mr far Kim to apeak to

me.

In regard to the other calls, I have known Mr. Qnabbee for many yean and spoke
to him many times a week during those years. At no time, ever, have I spoken to Mr.
Crabtree in any effort to co-ordinate the activhies of CTT and the Sotel canmaign. I was
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unaware that Mr. Crabtree was ever employed by the Sodrel campaign until after
receiving the complaint The idea of coordination is ludicrous on many levels. The Sodrel
campaign, according to then- FEC reports, was capable of purchasing their own ads. CFT
did not ask for, or receive, any direction on how to conduct its advertising. Mr. Grabtrce,
as far as I was aware at the time, was acting only as Congressman Sodrel's Deputy Chief
of Staff employed by Congress. I am a commercial real estate agent, and my client at that
time was launching a new community hospital hi Monroe County (Indiana) during the
Fall of 2006. 1 made many calls to Mr. Crabtree around that time in regard to having

^ Congressman Sodrel speak at the opening of the hospital As you can see from the phone
Q records, most calls were uncompleted (recorded as 1 minute). Congressman Sodrel
hn declined my invitation to speak. If the DCCC is iqmsuiting that anyone involved with a
Lfl 527 activity is barred from petitioning their Congressman, or asking for constituent
^ services, then they are ridiculous as well as malicious. Mr. Crabtree corroborates that
5[ there was no coordination (Ex. F).

O
o> In regard to Noah Sodrel, I have known former Congressman Sodrel's son since
<N after his Dither's first race. We have spoken often since, but never in regard to

campaign or any nlher entity. Baaed upon
my personal knowledge, I do not believe that Noah Sodrel has ever been employed by,
directed, or otherwise participated in his father's eamraifpa other than as a supporter. If
the DCCC is representing that anyone involved with a 527 activity is barred from
speaking to any friends who are relatives of a candidate then that is simply
unconscionable and a misrepresentation of law. I have personal knowledge that no person
coordinated any activity of CFT with any other entity or ever attempted to do so.

Regarding the Economic Freedom Fund CTBFF"), this is perhaps the most
preposterous allegation of all I made a single phone call to EFF to attempt to locate the
address of their main contributor (whose name I no longer recall). I spoke to their
voicemaiU left a message, and heard nothing else whatsoever from them, never spoke to
anyone and certainly did not engage in any coordination.

"B. LEGAL ARGUMENT"

"1. Citizens for Tnrth Blade, and Sodrel Accepted, an fflegil In-Kind
Contribaticm"

There is absolutely no credible evidence that anyone from Citizens for Truth
engaged hi any coordmation activity with anyone from the Sodrel campaign. In met, the
evidence I have presented is overwhelming that Mr. Wolff perjured himself in making
these allegations and that nothing occurred that is prohibited by the Act Mr. WohTs
allegations, where they are not completely and utterly fabricated, are based on a
ridiculous conspiracy theory alleging that people living hi a small town knew each other
so they must have being doing something prohibited. The allegation that a major multi-
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million dollar Congressional campaign would coordinate with a 527 which raised and
spent less than $16,000 (and only about $10,000 of mat directly on advertising in 2006) ia
laughable on its face. The very overwhelming evidence is that Congressman Baron Hill is
using agents, surrogates and other sockpuppets to execute a vendetta on an organization
that he blames for his 2004 defeat

"2. EFF May Have Made, and Sodrel May Have Accepted, an IDegBl In-
_ IOnd Contribution"
**i
CM
O This is for EFF and the Sodrel campaign to answer, however, neither I, Herman
NI Bernitt, nor anyone connected with CFT, coordinated hi any way with EFF or the Sodrel
m campaign. To the best of my personal knowledge, based on news reports, EFF had
2f slopped any activity in the Ninth District months before my 2 minute call to their
^ voicemail That anyone would suggest that this is proof of anything demonstrates the
Q cynical contempt that Mr. Wolff has for both taim and the Commission.
o>
™ "3. Citizens for Truth May Have Failed to Register as • Political

I am sure mat CFT firiled to do many things it was NOT required to do, however,
CFT did do everything it WAS required to do. The rational evidence based on personal
knowledge, rather than deliberate misrepresentations, is that CFT did not coordinate with
the Sodrel campaign, therefore, CFT was NOT required to ffle wim the FEC, and, on that
basis, did not do so.

"4. Sodrel and Ctttaens for Truth May have Failed to Property Report
Coordinated Comnmnkatioiis''

The DCCC and Wolff base mis on a hypothetic^, u[A|assuaJa« mat Qtizens for
Truth's activities were coordinated with Sodrel, Sodrd was obligated to report me cost of
the expenditures as a receipt and as an expenditure, and Citizens for Truth was required
to report the cftmnmnicfltfon as a contribution *n*i as an expenditure.** I suppose mat if we
assume any number of false concocted scenarios then DCCC and Baton Hill can seek to
impose any number of requirements on those it regards as political enemies without
regard to fact or what hi actually required by law. As I have shown, no coordination
occurred, and no other reporting than mat «M»nHMtgj by the Internal Revenue Service was
required

"4. (sic) Citizens for Truth May Have Failed to Report Expndtares to the
FEC"

As has been shown, CFT was not required to report to the FEC. Mr. Wolff and the
DCCC has foiled to make even the minimal showing of content or related expenditures
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mat constituted electioneering activity or electioneering communications. This allegation
is supply untrue and untenable.

C. Requested Action

As I have shown, there is clear and «frjtnntM evidence that Complainants
fabricated the feds of their allegations. Given the lack of evidence of any offense as
defined by the Act, Respondent, CFT, requests the Commission to dismiss the DCCC

™ complaint, to civilly sanction Brian L. Wolff for his perjured statements given under
£, sworn oath to the Commission, and to refer him for criminal prosecution to the U.S.
KI Attorney for violation of the criminal elemeots of 18 USC §1001 and any other criminal
in statutes violated, and to impose civil or other penalties, as applicable, on the DCCC for
^ its deliberately fraudulent filing, anj for all other remedies permitted by law for
JI deliberately raise, fraudulent or bad faith filings under the Act or any other applicable
o law. If it is determined that Mr. Wolff conspired with, or was directed by Congressman
on Hill, his attorney, or any other person, to file these false allegations then each should be
rsi referred for prosecution under 18 USC §371.

I affirm under the penalties for perjury that the foregoing stated nets are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge and belief.

STATE OF
) SS:

COUNTY OF

a Notary Publkm and ̂  Qp-{<sMuC County. State of
personally appeared Herman Banittmia 3̂ *5 dav of February.

2009, and acknowledged mat me execution of IfaejaBri^

1-^ .\ G*A. ^
NOTARYPUBLIC

My commission expires: ~p^ , ~
, C*

Nameprinted

County
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COMMISSION
STATE OF INDIAN A ) IN THE MARION SUPERIOR

)SS:
COUNTY OF MARION ) CAUSE NO. 49D03-0611-CC-ft̂ W7; .5 p 3 51

HERMAN BERNTTT, )

Plaintiff; )

O INDIANA DEMOCRATIC PARTY, )
m JENNIFER WAGNER, )
Jf! DANIEL J.PARKER, )
5r COMMITTEE TO BRING BACK BARON,)
<? MICHAEL LEONARD, )
O Defendants. )
o»

COMPLAINT
AND JURY DEMAND

COMES NOW Plaintiff, Herman Bernitt ("BenutT), by counsel, for his claims for relief

against Defendants and states as follows:

1. Defendant Indiana Democratic Party ("Democrats") is a political party operating

within the State of Indiana whh its principal offices in Indianapolis, Indiana.

2. On information and belief; Defendant Jennifer Wagner ("Wagner") is an

individual rmrijma in Indianapolis, Ttutimm

3. On information and belief, Defendant Daniel J. Parker ("Parker") is an individual

4. Defendant Committee to Bring Back Baron C'Baron") is a political campaign with

its principal offices in Seymour, TnHifliv

5. On information and belief; Defendant Michael Leonard ("Leonard") is an

individual residing in Bloomington, Indii



6. Plaintiff Herman Bemitt ("Bernitt") is an individual residing in Btoomington,

Indiana and is the president of "Citizens for Truth," a political group registered with the I.R.S.

pursuant to I.R.C §527.

7. All events alleged herein took place in the State of Indiana.

COUNT I

<? DEFAMATION PER SE
<N

2 8. All of the foregoing aUegations are herein incorporated.
Nl
Lfi
rvj 9. On or around September 28,2006, Defendants Democrats, Wagner, and Parker,

<̂7 defamed Bernht by accusing him of conspiracy to violate the Federal Election Code and of

^ cximinal violations of the law of this State with regard to &lse reporting.

10. Defendant Wagner repeated and expanded her allegations against Bemitt on

WFHB radio in Bloomington.

11. Defendant Parker repeated the allegations to various media.

12. Defendant Wagner repeated the allegations to various media, on "weblogs," and

on Internet web pages.

13. Defendant Leonard in a newspaper column on September 19, 2006 referred to

Bemitt as "Dirty Bud Bernht and hisNixonesque plumbers,** a reference to the conspirators who

burglarized DNC offices in the Watergate complex.

17. On October 17,2006 in a column by Leonard, Defendant Leonard repeated the

detonation by Defendants Democrats, Wagner and Parker and made his own new allegations of

conspiracy to violate Federal Election Laws.



18. Defendant Baron on or around October 22, 2006 launched a webpage,

8hame8onsodiel.com, that lepublished the allegations of other Defendants and made additional

allegations of conspiracy to violate Federal Election Laws against Berm'tt and others.

19. All of the allegations of crimes and misconduct made or pubUshed by Def^^

constitute Defamation Per Se.

in 20. Defendants' actions in making these false statements were intentional and
rj
O malicious, and they knew, or should have known their statements were false.

^ COUNTP
«3r
*T DEFAMATION P£g QUOD
O
^ 21. AU of the fbregomgaUegations are herem incorporated.

22. Any of Defendants' statements concerning the Plamtiff that do not constitute

Defiunation Per Se constitute Defiunation Per Quod.

23. Defendants' statements concerning Plaintiff at all times material were defamatory.

24. Defendants' statements regarding Plaintiff were false and malicious and intended

to lower the Plaintiff hi the community's esteem and deter othera from dealing or associating

with him.

25. Plaintiff has suffered reputational and pecuniary dsjnage, loss of business, and

other harm due to the intentional and unwarranted actions of the Defendants.

JURY DEMAND

26. A Jury Trial is demanded

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff prays nxmi mis Ctourt for jiidgmentagamrt

Defendants and for damages, attorney fees and costs, and, fa aoUffion, for damage* agamst the



Defendants for their intentional conduct sufficient to punish them and to deter others from

similar conduct, and for all other relief just and proper in the premises.

Respectfully Submitted,

WAYNE J.WARF
DAVIS ft SARBINOFF, LLP

& 9000 Keystone Crossing, Suite 660
™ INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46240
w Direct Dial: (317)569-1205
in Tclc&c: 1(317)569-1293
<N

JJ Attorney for Plaintiff.

O
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STATE OF INDIAN A )
)SS:

COUNTY OF HAMILTON )

CITIZENS FOR TRUTH,

Plaintiff,

IN THE HAMILTON SI

CAUSE NO. 29D03-0611j|̂ «R6-G P

PEAK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING, INC., )
and )

COMMITTEE TO BRING BACK BARON)
j

COMPLAINT
AND JURY DEMAND

COMES NOW Plaintiff, Citizens for Truth ("CFT"), by counsel, for its claims for relief

against Defendant, Peak Outdoor, Inc. ("Peak"), and against Defendant, Committee to Bring

Back Baron ("Baron"), states as follows:

1. Defendant Peak is an Indiana corporation with its registered address in

Noblesville, Indiana.

2. Defendant Baron is a political campaign group registered with the Federal

Election Commission with offices hi Seymour, Indiana.

3. Plaintiff; Citizens for Tram, is a political group organized under LR.C. 527.

4. All events giving rise to this action took place within Indiana.

5. Defend^ Peak is fame business of renting b^

6. A copy of the contract is attached as Plaintiffs Exhibit UA.W

7. A true and orig^ copy of an email fiom Peak's agent to CFT'sagcm

as Plaintiffs Exhibit "B."



COUNT 1

BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST PEAK

8. All of the foregoing allegations are herein incorporated.

9. CFT sought to enter into a TOiitractibrbmboards with Peak.

10. CFT notified Peak that time was of the essence.

co 11. Peak demanded advance copy of the advertisements and CFT complied
rsi
jjj 12. For over a week CFT made changes to copy art to comply with Peak's demands.
in
n,j 13. Peak eventually approved all copy art and approved the contract
*T
T 14. Thereafter Peak breached the contract after providing CFTs ad copy to Baron
o
^ without CFTs approval.

15. Peak's actions caused substantial delay and harm to CFT.

16. Because of Peak's unwarranted actions CFT was unable to launch as large an ad

campaign and were required to buy billboard space in less desirable locations or at increased

prices for less period of tune.

17. Because of Peak's actions, CFT was delayed in its pie-election ad campaign.

18. Because of Peak's actions, CFT is entitled to compensatory, incidental, and

UBBtial damages.

COUNT 11

19. All of the foregoing allegations are herem incorporated.

20. After CCT*s ad copy was provided to Baion,Bara

the contract and sought to have Peak breach the contract

21. Peak did breach the contract and cited Baron's interference as the reason.



22. Baron's actions were intentional with the motive to cause harm to CFT.

23. CFT was harmed by Baron's actions.

24. Because of Baron's actions, CFT is entitled to damages.

JURY DEMAND

25. A Jury Trial is demanded.

on WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, PlairtifF prays from this Cburt for judgment against
r\i
jjj Defendant and compensatory damages; direct, consequential, and incidental: and Anther for
U"l
fsj punitive damagea sufficient to punish IWendanni fnr then- intentmnal

«5T
^ fiom the same conduct.
O

Respectfully Submitted,

WAYNE J.WARF
DAVIS ft SARBINOFF, LLP
9000 Keystone Crossing, Suite 660
INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46240
Direct Dial: (317)569-1205
Telcfex: 1(317)569-1293

Attorney for Plaintiff.
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